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INTRODUCTION
In out present international system, one can find a host of 
problems. Regional conflicts that threaten to escalate Into violent 
world crises; tension between the two super powers in the nuclear 
arms race, and its proliferation to other nations; international 
terrorism posing a constant threat to the citizens of the world; 
poverty within affluent countries; pollution and other environ­
mental threats; and perhaps the greatest problem of all in the 
Third World where almost two-thirds of the human population lives 
in poverty and deprivation of the most basic of human needs. With 
these major structural flaws, one begins to question precisely 
how our system reached this stage and what can be done to bring 
about a more desirable social-political system. An important 
part of any study of the most desirable system is the true nature 
of the human being. How human nature is viewed plays a decisive 
role in the development of any theory of the state. By tracing 
some of the classic political theories in chronological order, one 
can better understand the development of many social aspects and 
how these have affected human behavior.
As the individual is the basis of society, it is essential 
to have a full understanding of the psychology of a human being. 
One theory which concentrates solely on the individual is Abraham 
Malsow's "hierarchy of needs" theory. Maslow does not attempt to
Justify any social system, thus avoiding the complications faced 
by most political theorists. He offers a comprehensive look at 
the motivations of human beings. From these, one can see the 
logical function of society. I believe Maslow's theory offers the 
best analysis of human behavior moving from the most basic of 
needs to the exclusively human need of self-actualization. No 
specific structure is set forth, but an outline can be drawn from 
his theory. This outline, I feel, must be followed to assure a 
peaceful and prosperous future for man.
With this outline in mind, the question at hand is does our 
present system meet these criteria; and if not, how can the system 
be changed so as to create a system which does meet these criteria.
An examination of the international system indicates a structure 
of imperialism which is the highest stage of capitalism in the 
form of monopolistic capitalism. At the basis of the imperialistic 
structure is the capitalist relationships to the means of production. 
This relationship was studied by Karl Marx. Based on this 
theory, I will examine the effects of imperialism on the individual 
in society. Along with this will be an overview of what needs to 
be done to replace the system with a more socially desirable 
system. Finally 1 will outline an alternative to the capitalist 
controlled system by looking at a system where demand and control 
of allocation and production come from the collectively conscious 
proletariat.
HUMAN NATURE IN POLITICAL THEORY
An Important part of any study of the most desirable social- 
political system is the true nature of the human being. How human 
nature is viewed plays a decisive role in the development of any 
theory of the state. Throughout the long history of the develop­
ment of political theory, human nature has been viewed both posi­
tively and negatively, something to be promoted by society or 
something to be controlled by society. How ls it that the great 
thinkers do not seem to be able to reach a consensus on this issue? 
First, each of these theories is based on an observation of human 
beings within a specific societal framework.
The individual and society are connected in a highly symbiotic 
relationship. Not only does the form of society depend on the 
nature of the individual, the individual is shaped by the society. 
What emerges, then, is a distorted image of the individual. Human 
nature when viewed in society is thus influenced by intrinsic 
forces as well as BAternal forces. Thus, to get at the true nature 
of the human, one must differentiate between behavior which is 
natural in humans and behavior which is caused by social structure.
The tool used by most theorists is to create the "state of 
nature". This is a hypothetical setting in which it is assumed 
that individuals do not live in any social framework. Thus, any 
actions are motivated solely by human nature. In the creation of 
such a hypothetical state, individual perceptions and bias come into
pl»y. On# of tft# greatest biases Is the existing social strueto*#. 
It Is extremely difficult to visualize human behavior without the 
influence of society. Even when one is consciously aware of this 
difficulty, the social influences are deeply embedded and subcon­
sciously continue to cloud this hypothetical thinking. Many times, 
what results is merely a rationale for either accepting or ^ejecting 
the existing structure without ever fully understanding human nature
One cannot dismiss these theories because of this flaw.
They provide great insight into past cultures and governments, and 
have also led to the establishment of alternative governments to 
those which existed at the time. They also provide an analysis of 
human behavior under a specific form of government. This can 
prove invaluable to any researcher interested in alternative world 
futures. As one author put it, "Every piece of significant poli­
tical writing is a fragment of the autobiography of its age: Yet
it becomes great only if, in addition to its vital connection with 
the period from which it springs, it possesses a universal appeal 
because of its general human interest".
I would now like to examine some of these "great" theories.
By tracing these in chronological order, one can better understand 
the development of many social aspects (science, industry, pop­
ulation, etc.) and how these have affected human behavior.
There is a saying that "those who forget the past are condemned 
to repeat it". I think this saying is incomplete. For some aspects 
of history were good and snould be remembered for their social 
value. So, it might be said that those who forget the past are 
condemned not to repeat it. The three points to be looked at when
studying these theories are <1} the social framework in which they 
were written, (2) the view of human nature, and (3) the organ* 
ization proposed based on this view.
Niccolo Machiavelli wrote during the Renaissance. While this 
was a great period in the development of science and the humani- 
ties, it was also a period marked by great political struggles. 
Italy, where Machiavelli lived during this period was in a constant 
state of war. Thus war, brutality, and a struggle for power were 
the reality in which Machiavelli wrote. It is not surprising, 
therefore, that Machiavelli adopted a negative view of human 
nature.
Actually, it is an oversimplification to say that he thought 
humans were "bad". Rather, I think he saw that humans had the 
potential for goodness, but that because they became a part of 
a larger political system, they could never live up to this 
potential. In the Prince, he shows this reasoning in concluding 
"the gulf between how one should live and how one does exist is 
so wide that a man who neglects what is actually done for what 
should be done learns the way to self-destruction rather than 
self-preservation". Machiavelli saw no purpose in creating a 
hypothetical state, he accepted what he saw and his prescription 
was for the ruler and what he must do to preserve his power. "I 
have thought it proper to represent things as they are in real 
truth, rather than as they are imagined. Many have dreamed up 
republics and principalities which have never in truth been known 
to exist; Therefore if a prince wants to maintain his rule, he 
must learn how not to be virtuous."3 Machiavelli'a was a theory
of power--how to develop it and use it to maintain sovereign 
control of the state.
Thomas Hobbes was not so willing to accept the present state 
of affairs. Hobbes wrote in the period where the monarchy was 
f-»iling to a parliamentary system and the emergence of merchan- 
tilism.
Hobbes saw humans as basically equal in mind and body. This 
equality was problematic, however, in that, since humans are equal 
they have the same desires. Therefore, if two people desire the 
same thing, but only one can have it, the people become "enemies*'. 
In the state of nature, humans are predisposed to competition and 
struggle. Because in nature, humans must rely solely on their 
own strength and concentrate on self-preservation; *there is no 
place for industry, because the fruit thereof is uncertain* and 
consequently no culture of the earth; no knowledge of the face 
of the earth; no account of time, no arts; no letters; no society 
and, which is worst of all, continual fear, and danger of violent 
death; and the life of man, solitary, poor, nasty, brutish, and 
shnrt".*
for these reasons, humans enter into a social arrangement 
through a social contract. This contract is agreed upon by each 
individual and creates a sovereign state power. The sovereign 
power created is to control the competition of humans and allow 
them to work to satiate their desires in an environment free from 
the brutal competition in nature.
According to Hobbes, once one enters the social contract, 
he must accept the laws and restrictions of the sovereign power.
5Hobbes saw the monarchy as the best form of government. For the 
sovereignty must be all-powerful, consistent, and most importantly 
unified for "what is it to divide the power of a commonwealth but
to dissolve it; for the powers divided mutually destroy each other". 
Hobbes, too, had a negative view of human nature and saw it as 
something to be controlled by society.
As stated before, not all theorists had a negative view of 
human nature. One theorist with a more optimistic view was Jean 
Jacques Rousseau. He believed that humans were naturally equal 
except for negligible differences such as age, health, and 
strength. He also believed that in nature, humans were destined 
to live a healthy simple life in which they satisfied their essential 
needs. Humans enter society to achieve a greater liberty. They 
give up some rights in order to gain a higher level of living:
What man loses by the social contract is his natural 
liberty and an unlimited right to everything he tries to 
get. What he gains is civil liberty and the proprietorship 
of all he possesses. If we are to avoid mistakes in weighing 
one against the other we must clearly distinguish natural 
liberty which is bounded by the strength of the individual 
from civil liberty which is limited by the general will. 
Therefore in a society, man does net only rely on his own 
strength to fulfill his needs, but may also count on other citi­
zens for their aid.
5
Rousseau also saw that the civil state gave an individual 
moral liberty which he saw as the key to the highest development 
of the human. "We might, over and above all this add, to what
W !,.v'S;:V ' f v -  ; ' S  : ' • &
6man acquires in the civil state, moral liberty, which alone makes 
him truly master of himself; for the mere impulse of appetite is 
slavery, while obedience to a law which we prescribe to ourselves 
is liberty".7
Rousseau's idea of sovereignty differs from Hobbes', in that 
he believes in the sovereignty of the people of the political 
community. Rousseau recognizes that there must be an entity to 
carry out executive and judicial functions, but these always remain 
subject to the sovereign will of the people. The form of the 
state for Rousseau is best seen as "a community of free men living 
in a small state in which democracy can be practiced directly by 
the people, a community of men who see in freedom not only an 
invitation to personal enjoyment and advantage but also shared
O
responsibility for the welfare of the whole".
I believe that each of these three theorists have captured 
parts of the essence of human nature. In a system of unstable 
states, power and military control will play a large part in human 
and social interaction. When there are not sufficient available 
resources for the fulfillment of basic human needs, indeed there 
will be competition for necessities. As resources become more 
readily available, theoretically there should be less competition 
for necessities. The availability, however is dependent on the 
relationship of the control of the means of production. While 
this will be examined later, this concept of control is essential 
to understand the relationship of human beings to their society and 
what must be done to bring about a social structure which is con­
ducive to the growth of all individuals.
7By looking at these theorists, one can see how societies' 
priorities have changed as they have developed. When states were 
undeveloped and struggling for establishment, the priority, as 
seen by Machiavelli, was establishment of firm power to stabilize 
the state. Once the states were developed and people became primarily 
concerned with individual needs, a system to control such compe­
tition hecame necessary and was embodied in Hobbes' theory.
And finally, as resources became more readily available but were 
being amassed by a relatively small elite, the need developed for 
a more equitable system which reflected the dignity of all humans, 
and Rousseau developed his theory accordingly.
Certainly Rousseau did not provide the final answer, and the 
system has become far more complex since then. What is needed to 
cope with this complexity is a deeper understanding of the 
individual outside the context of a political theory. This way, 
one can more objectively answer the question of human nature .nd 
form a social structure designed to allow full human developmnfc.
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MASLOW'S HIERARCHY OF NEEDS
One theory which concentrates solely on the individual is 
Abraham Maslow's "hierarchy of needs". Maslow developed the 
hierarchy in The Farther Reaches of Human Nature written in the 
1940's amidst the emergence of the world from the depression of 
a decade earlier. Maslow does not attempt to justify any social 
system, thus avoiding the complications faced by most political 
theorists. He offers a comprehensive look at the motivations of 
man. From these, one can see the logical function of society.
I believe Maslow's theory offers the best analysis of human behavior 
moving from the most basic of needs(food, shelter) to the exclu­
sively human need of self-actualization. No specific structure 
is set forth, but an outline can be drawn from his theory. This 
outline, I feel, must be followed to assure a peaceful and pros­
perous future for man.
The question Maslow attempts to answer is one of human 
psychology; specifically, "how can each individual achieve the 
highest of human potentials spiritually and morally?" To do this, 
Maslow studied the most "moral, ethical, and saintly" people.
His purpose is to find "those conditions that conduce to the 
development of the good specimen and those conditions that inhibit 
such development".1 From these studies, Maslow hes found that 
these "superhumans" are not different from the rest of the popu­
lation in any way, except for the fact that they if# assufi# in
a
9the fulfillment of the basic needs and are able to continue to
7grow to the fulfillment of their humanness.
The most fundamental of human needs are defined as deficit 
needs, for without their fulfillment, survival would not be 
possible. These needs are shared by all humans as well as by other 
species. Each person needs good nutrition and shelter to deve­
lop physically. This translates into the need for a good physical 
environment. The world must be protected so that it is capable 
of producing sufficient food and shelter for civilization.
Secondly, human beings need to feel "safe". They need a sense 
of belonging and self-identification so as to achieve close love 
relationships and self-respect. This is the need for mental health. 
While many neurotic people have their physical needs fulfilled, 
the social needs are unfulfilled. Evidence has shown that when 
these needs are fulfilled, the neurosis disappears. Human beings 
do not consciously choose to live in society, rather as they ful­
fill their physical needs, they grow to need more meaningful contae* 
with other humans. This growth is not in the negative sense, as 
Hobbes concluded, but is positive growth to fulfill the species 
need of safety and belonging. Socialization is not a secondary 
effect of society, but instead should be the primary mot:vation 
in any social structure. In other words, culture does not create 
the need or ability of human beings "to love, to be curious, to 
philosophize, or to be creative. Rather, it permitsOor stifles) 
what exists in embryo to become real and actual".5
Human beings who have gratified their physical and mental 
health needs can be considered "healthy". Satiation of the deficit
10
needs does not bring about a state of’ rest or apathy, but rather 
"the emergence into consciousness of another higher needj wanting 
and desiring continues but at a higher level". Growth, therefore, 
is not only the fulfillment of deficiencies but going beyond these 
needs to developing talents, creative tendencies and constitu­
tional potentialities. This growth is defined as self-actuali­
zation. It is what separates human beings from the other animal 
species. It is the utmost expression of human nature. While self- 
actualization is a quality of all humans, its specific
expression is the most highly individual quality of a human. For 
some it means being a good teacher, doctor, or scientist. For 
others it is being a good artist or simply bringing kindness, 
humanity and love to whatever they do.
Self-actualization is a difficult concept to grasp as well 
as to describe. To define it as happiness or fulfillment is to 
make it appear as a final goal, something stagnant. It is much 
more than this. What it does is transform merely existing into 
living. Other people are not seen as just tools for fulfillment 
of deficiencies, but rather are seen for their entire being. The 
self-actualized person becomes less dependent on environment and 
culture but at the sime time identifies more readily with the 
human species. This relative independence of the outside world 
does not "mean lack of intercourse with it or lack of respect for 
its'demand character'. It means only that in these contacts, 
the self-actualizers wishes and plans are primary determiners, 
rat.ei than stresses from the environment brought on by basic 
deficiencies''.
nThis is what Maslow defines as psychological freedom. It is 
at this point that human nature is expressed. No longer are human 
beings controlled by their needs, but rather by their Intrinsic 
inner nature. Thus, to study human nature, one does not need to 
create a hypothetical "state of nature". Maslow, instead has 
studied those self-acutalized people who exist in our society. 
Although they are pursuing different interests, the values and 
motivations of these people are the same. These values are whole­
ness, unity, justice, aliveness, goodness, beauty, truth, self- 
sufficiency, etc. These are all values which promote the growth, 
development, and fulfillment of an individual, as well as the 
human species as a whole. Since these values are expressed by 
those guided by human nature and this human nature is an instinc­
tive part of every human, it is logical to conclude that a human 
being is instinctively "good". One instinctively acts to promote
10one’s own self-actualization a: well as that of all other humans.
The presence of "evil" in society does not contradict this 
theory. There are obvious problems which stand in the way of 
growth. These Maslow describes as the "attractiveness of psycho­
pathy (or as other people prefer to say, 'the problem of evil').
The causes of evil can be grouped in three general categories:
1. These impulse and directional tendencies toward self- 
fulfillment, though instinctive, are very weak, so that, in contrast 
with all other animals who have strong instincts, these impulses 
are very easily drowned out by habit, wrong cultural attitudes 
toward them, by traumatic episodes or by erroneous education. 
Therefore, the problem of choice and of responsibility is far
12
more acute in humans than in any other species.
2. There has been a special tendency in Western culture, 
historically determined, to assume that the instinctuid needs
of the human being are bad or evil. As a consequence, many cultural 
institutions are set up for the express purpose of controlling 
inhibiting, and repressing the original nature of the human being.
3. There are two sets of forces pulling at the individual.
In addition to the pressures forward toward health, there are also 
fearful-regressive pressures backward, towards sickness and weak­
ness. We can either move forward to a ’high Nirvana' or backward
1 9to a 'low Nirvana".
Evil actions are then, violent reactions against the frustra­
tions of basic needs. These frustrations can lead to blatent 
violent behavior or is sometimes subtly expressed in prejudices 
against other persons or groups of people.
The most important conclusion of Maslow is that human nature 
is instinctively good. Each individual is capable of achieving 
this high level of happiness. One of the most important factors 
in fulfilling human potential is the existence of a good society.
A good society is one which allows a human to pursue higher needs 
without fear of losing safety and other basic needs Society 
should not force a choice between needs, as they are all necessary 
in the full development of the human.
All humans carry with them the right to the opportunity to 
develop to their fullest potential. This right depends on the 
existence of a peaceful, supportive society. This must be kept 
in mind when examining existing social structures, as well as
when predicting and planning future organizations. Analysis of 1 
human needs can group them into three categories:
1. Environmental needs for physical preservation.
2. Social needs for the development of healthy psychology 
in humans.
3. Self-determination needs for the actualization of "full 
humanness".
How do these needs translate into principles to follow for 
social organizations? Roughly, four social values must take priority
Environmental Stability- resources must be preserved to allow 
for continued fulfillment of the basic needs. Also, we must 
recognize that there are limited resources and space for the 
entire population.
Economic Justice- the distribution of the resources must be 
done in an equitable manner which, at the minimum, allows for the 
physical well-being of each human.
Social Justice- the structure of society must allow for 
participation of each individual. This is necessary for social 
development and leads to the feasibility of self-determination.
Peace- this is perhaps the most important value. Only through 
peace, can we be safe in our social organizations, can we continue 
to fulfill the basic needs, and continue to promote the full 
development of the human nature of all individuals.
I do not believe that these values are mutually exclusive 
fcwt are all possible in the proper social structure. These values 
§n4 their correlation to the needs of human beings will be my 
Cfittflen for Judging the value of a social organization. They 
Hill alsc be the guiding force in the constructruction of what is
the most desirable social organization. While this organization 
may ueem highly improbable from the vantage of our present world 
organization, I believe a society based on these principles can
U
be the only basis for a lasting world organization.
The idea of the best world organization according to Maslow 
then, is one in which each society exists peacefully with all 
other societies thus promoting psychological freedom for all 
individuals. What is needed is a system of autonomous states 
brought together by a larger world organization. This world 
organization would be responsible for the problems of resource 
allocation and production; specifically, creating a system of 
allocation which is based on the fulfillment of human needs for 
all. The system would also be responsible for the prevention of 
international violence, and regulation of the economy to stabilize 
consumption rates and assure the equity and autonomy of each indi­
vidual state.
The environment would match the needs for human development. 
Offering a stable environment for the realization of the more 
basic needs while at the same time providing the security and 
flexibility for a higher association of the individual to the 
entire human species. Just as the existence and growth of one 
human cannut impede with the development of another, the growth 
bf a society must not endanger the existence of another. Rather 
each society should promote the growth of other societies in 
pursuit of the common goal of human self-actualization.
An underlying requirement for such an organization is a 
change in the economic structure of the world. There not only
15
must be an assured minimum standard of living but also, in the 
area of consumption, some maximum standard. What is needed is 
a differentiation between the needs of a human for development 
and the artificial wants that are promoted within a consumption- 
oriented society. Individual societies must no longer promote 
the idea that an individual's status is determined by the material 
goods one has accumulated. At the international level, relations 
cannot be based on exploitive economic practices if each society 
is to remain autonomous. The structure of International rela­
tions must change from one based on exploitive economics to a 
structure which promotes the four social values previously men­
tioned. The general requirements call for autonomous societies 
working together as a world system in the promotion of species 
development. The responsibilities of this world system thus 
include:
1. Distribution of resources throughout the world so that 
every individual has a minimum level of food, shelter, and cloth- 
in for survival.
2. Control of production so that resources are not wasted, 
depleted, or exploited on demands which are unnecessary for human 
development. For example, transportation is necessary for fulfill 
dent of social needs. This does not mean that each individual 
needs a car or that expensive, luxury cars are necessary or even 
desirable as a means of transportation.
3. Globalization of technological and medical advancements. 
Along with this, discretion must be used in differentiating "good" 
technological uses from "bad" technological uses. Good techno­
16
logy is that which facilitates the fulfillment of human needs 
such as advances in food production or medical research. Bad 
technology is that which hinders human needs fulfillment such as 
nuclear weaponry or production techniques which extinguish limited 
resources.
4. Establishing self-sufficient states so that any trade 
between states is done in a equitable fashion. Elimination of 
the exploitation seen today is necessary for self-sufficiency.
5. Protection against violence, both at national and inter­
national levels. This means a protection of human rights at the 
national level and a nonviolent means of solving any disputes 
arising at the international level.
6. Protection of the diversity of different cultures.
This translates into realizing that while the need for sociali­
zation is universal, because of the uniqueness of all individuals, 
its expression will be seen in various forms. Self-actualization 
and creativity must not be limited by artificial uniformity.
7. The opportunity must be present for any individual to 
participate in the system's decisions which affect one's life.
This is necessary in the fulfillment of the self-determination 
needs of the individual.
While these are the fundamental principles to be kept in 
mind, the question at hand is does our present system meet these 
criteria; and if not, how can the system be changed so as to 
create a system which does meet these criteria.
This is a question which Maslow has left to the political 
theorists. One such theorist is that of Karl Marx. I believe
there is a great deal of correlation between Maslow and Marx, and 
they work well together. But in order to present a meaningful 
analysis, it is Important to first understand the present inter­
national relations structure.
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ANALYSIS OF PRESENT INTERNATIONAL SYSTEM
When one begins discussing alternative world futufeS’ there 
is an implied point that the present system is flawed in some way*
In present society one can find a host of problems. Re9i°nal 
conflicts that threaten to escalate into violent world crises, 
t.nsion between the two super powers in the nuclear arms race, 
and its proliferation lo other nations; international terrorism 
posing a constant threat to the citizens of the world; poverty 
within the affluent countries; pollution and other environmental 
threats; and perhaps the greatest problem of all in the Third 
World where almost two-thirds of the human population lives in 
poverty and deprivation of the most basic of human needs.
The breakdown of colonial empires in the 1950's and 1960's 
led to the establishment of many new independent states, generally 
in the continents of Africa and Asia* These new states, however* 
were not equipped to establish full control of their own economies. 
These economies had become dependent as a result of colonial 
policies favoring plantation-style agriculture, taxes on exports, 
and a variety of other measures which tended to reduce opportu­
nities for manufacturing activities in the colonies.1
The developed nations, while dependent on these new undeveloped 
nations for raw materials, natural resources, and cheap labor, were 
in a position to dictate the terms of the international economic
18
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order. The system which was set up, therefore, was beneficial to 
those countries already industrially developed and disadvantageous 
to the undeveloped countries. The evidence of such inequalities 
can be seen in almost ever*' aspect of the economic order,
A substantial imbalance exists in the distribution of inter- 
national monetary reserves. Although Third World nations hold 
almost 70% of the worlcPs population, they received less than
o
5* of the international reserves.
The Third World receives a disproportionally small percentage 
of the profit of the products traded between th m and the developed 
nations. These countries are unable to provide for trade except 
for raw materials or semi-processed goods. The majority of manu­
facturing and assimilation of goods is controlled by the developed 
countries. It is precisely in these processes that the value is 
exploited by the developed industrial states. Thus, the Third 
World countries must pay a higher price for products made from 
their own resources, For instance, the exports of 12 major 
commodities(excluding oil) make up BOX of the earnings of developing 
countries. While consumers and up paying over $200 Billion for 
these commodities and their end products, the developing countries
3
receive only $30 billion.
In order to protect domestic economies, the developed nations 
established tariffs and trade protections which precluded equitable 
participation of the Third World in the international market.
During the 60’s and 70's manufactured exports of developing 
nations increased to 33.6k of total exports from only 17.4k in 
1965. This, however, has been as high as the percentage has
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gotten. Since the costs of labor and material costs were cheaper 
In the developing countries, they were able to produce very eompe- 
itive goods. This caused a great deal of concern in developed 
market economy countries over the adverse effects of competing 
imports on their employment levels and domestic economies. A 
variety of barriers were erected to prevent damage to the economies
of the developed nations.
Multifibre Arrangements of 1974 and 1977, bilateral orderly
marketing arrangements and voluntary export restraints were esta­
blished to protect against competition for labor-intensive production 
which relied on widely available technology. These products included 
shoes, textiles, apparels and consumer electronics. Most damaging,
however, were the graduated tariffs imposed by h« n:!cped nations
which set higher tariffs on processed goods with much lower tariffs
5on raw materials. These tariffs stifled development of indus­
trialization and promoted a continuation of the existing system. 
When reforms were called for in the 70's,the domination of
industrially developed countries was apparant as changes were 
almost neglible leaving the world market in the control of the 
developed countries.
The Third World is also lacking in influence in international 
forums in which key decisions are made concerning the future of 
the world economy. For example, on the International Monetary 
Fund board, the United States holds enough of the votes to one- 
handedly veto any measure which is proposed and also has built a 
strong coalition with other industrial nations which virtually 
excludes the Third World block. And while the developing nations
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hold a majority on the General Assembly of the United Nations, 
resolutions passed in this forum have historically had little 
enforceable weight.
The U.S., in particular, along with other developed nations,
have realized the need for foreign investment. This investment
ins necessary to secure raw material supplies for production, as
well as for opening new markets for the export nt surplus capitilLv
With direct investment, the U.S. is able to compete directly in
foreign markets. Thus, developed capitalist countries are sole
to exploit'the resources of foreign markets. They are also able
to accumulate more capital from these markets when their products
6are purchased over other internally produced products.
Within the U.S. exists a monopoly situation. The 100 large t
7corporations own 55% of total capital assets. Even more signi- 
ficint in the international order is that of the companies involved 
in international trade, 37 account for over 90% of the assets 
of such trade. In direct foreign investment, only 45 firms consti-
Q
tute 60% of all investments.
Such centralized control gives these organizations the ability 
to create a monopoly within their respective markets. With the 
foreign investments they are able to control the allocation of 
raw materials essential for production. By doing this they can 
sucessfully preclude competition and set the market price as well 
as advantageous trade terms for their products.
What these factors Indicate is a struggle for dominat posi­
tions in the world economy. Further, in this struggle, there has 
been a reduction to a relatively few powerful competitors. Collec-
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lively, these factors of dominance of capitalist uconomi.e-,, 
expansion throughout the world, direct foreign investment, and 
monopolistic structures indicate a structure of imperialism, the 
highest stage of capitalism in the form of monopolistic, captialism*
In a capitalist system, owners seek to accumulate capital; 
however, in this process excess surplus is created and this has 
a tendency to lower the rate of profit. To alleviate the burden 
of this excess, foreign expansion is necessary to create new markets 
for the goods produced. In addition to this, economic expansion 
is necessary to s e e n  ro o nc'.c Cor continuation of the monopoliist 
capitalism system. "Under these circumstance':, the competition 
among groups of giant corporations and their governments takes 
place over the entire globe."10
In this global system, many effects of imperialism can be 
seen on a structural level including the dependency of under­
developed nations, the exploitation of limited resources and the 
extreme penetration of capitalist nations in foreign economics.
What cannot be so clearly seen, however, is the effect of this 
system of production control on the individual.
At the basis of the imperialistic structure is the capital­
istic relationships to the means of production. This relationship 
was studied by Karl Marx in the period of free trade and decline 
in traditional colonialism in the nineteenth century. The relation­
ship created is that of two separate and opposing classes. The 
controllers of the means of production (the owners) who reap the 
benefits of goods produced, and the laborers who are responsible 
for production. The means of production, through development of
of industrialism and technology, have become assembly line with 
separation of the production process into menial tasks on the part 
of laborers. What is significant about this separation is that 
only a part of a human is needed in labor* not th-1 whole human.
The product therefore is not an expression of the individual, 
only an object created through exploitation of an individual's 
human activity reduced to an animalistic level.
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EFFECTS OF IMPERIALISM
This imperialistic structure impedes the growth of humans.
The majority of people simply operate to fulfill the deficiency 
needs and rarely have an opportunity to grow to self-actuali?ation. 
Social structures are not primarily based for the fulfillment of 
human needs but are overwhelmed by the means of production and the 
artificial wants created in a consumption-oriented society. The
elite owners are also denied the chance to grow to fulfillment, 
as "success" in our society is defined in monetary terms rather 
than as self-actualization. Happiness is no longer an inner
feeling of satisfaction but is reliant on an accumulation of mater­
ial goods.
Imperialism affects all individuals, but its effects are 
manifested in two ways, and essentially create two groups of 
individuals. These groups are the workers and the owners. As 
Marx defined it, our society has created two directly opposing
classed the "bourgeoisie" and the "proletariat".
While these were tho two distinctions seen in early capitalism 
when it reaches the imperialist stage, the divisions are not so 
clear-cut. As Lenin recognized, imperialism furnished monopoly 
capitalism with extra surplus with which it could "bribe" some 
of the working class and temporarily prevent a catastrophic class 
conflict. "Imperialism has the tendency to create privileged
sections among the workers and to detach them from the broad masses
2
of the proletariat." Workers in the large corporate sectors tend 
to have stable employment, higher wages and unior representation. 
The corporate owners are able to pass on the costs of these con­
cessions to consumers. Lower class, blue-collar workers are most 
penalized in this situation as their wages are lower and least 
able to carry a burden of higher costs.^
While these middle class workers have been given a greater 
share of the profits of capitalism, they are still directly con­
trolled by the owners and dependent on the capital economy to main­
tain their present level of existence. Even though receiving 
greater compensation, their labor is also exploited just as other 
laborers. Thus this middle(white-collar) class is still a part of 
the proletariat. As the proletariat reaches a class consciousness 
these workers will also see their role within the class of the 
workers.
The effects of imperialism on the workers are most obvious 
and direct. In a less obvious way, the owners are also diverted 
from full human growth.
What happens to these groups of individuals within this 
structure is that the bond which ties humans to nature, to their 
needs fulfillment, and to other humans has become money. Money 
carries with it the ability to purchase objects for the fulfill­
ment of almost any human desire and is "the pander between need
4and object, between human life and the means of sustinence".
Thus, although one may not be capable of producing one's own food 
but has money to purchase the food from someone, then one can
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fulfill his physical needs for survival. If one does not possess 
individual qualities which promote friendship and social acceptance, 
one can pay people for their companionship.
What one can afford therefore is what one can become. If 
one can pay for an education, one can become educated regardless 
of whether as an individual one possesses the qualities and 
attributes of a thinker. If one's physical appearance is not 
attractive, one can pay for surgery or cosmetics to become 
attractive, at least outwardly. If one can afford to get "high" 
on cocaine or some other drug, one can even buy the feeling of 
self-actualization even if one has not fully grown to this point 
as a human. Money externalize^ and removes humans from their 
humanity. No longer is one striving to directly fulfill his 
needs, he is striving to accumulate the means (money) through 
which these need# can be bought. The system of imperialism does 
net allow for an equitable division of money. The money is accu­
mulated by the owners. This group relies on the workers as just 
another means of accumulating money. The worker submits to this 
arrangement and sacrifices one's individuality in return finds 
oneself in a struggle for physical survival.
As stated before, an individual is shaped by one's society.
As society develops technologically creating new means and objects 
of production, human's means of fulfilling needs changes accord­
ingly and the levels one can reach on the hierarchy increase.
In order to be released from the struggle for physical survival, 
humans must develop the means for assured production of the 
basics for all. Human fulfillment rests primarily on industrial-
izatior. and control of this industrialization so that the "private
property" of humans is the "existence of essential objects for
5
man as objects of enjoyment and activity".
Objects now exist in a capitalist-imperialist society for 
those who have the surplus money to purchase them. This surplus 
(capital) comes from the power of owning property and the means 
of production, industrialization has moved production from indi­
vidual workplaces to huge factories which replace the process of 
creation into multiple divisions of unskilled manual labor comple­
mented by the work of machines. The cost of production has become 
greatly reduced, yet the owners still charge 3 higher price and 
thus amass the surplus of money. More than this, it is this 
process of production control which reduces the level of living 
for the worker.
The relationship between the worker and his work has become 
inverse in that the more one produces, the less one receives in 
return. More labor produces more capital and the products of 
labor become the owners property giving them the increased capital. 
This capital allows the owner to further develop production which
increased the division of labor and further reduces this labor
£
into another commodity.
Labor itself becomes alienated from the individual. The 
labor is not an expression of ones inner self. One is not working 
to achieve self-actualization or realization of individuality, 
but is existing and laboring in the struggle to meet one's defi­
ciency needs. "His work is not voluntary but imposed, forced 
labor. It is not the satisfaction of a need, but only a means for
27
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Psychologic 1 freedom is not possible for the worker. He 
is only free so i ir as he can sell his labor in return for the 
means of fulfillment of his basic needs* Even in this, he cannot 
be secure for his value as a worker is dependent on the success of 
the market. If the market falls the worker suffers the most.
Just as one discards a utensil when it is worn out or a newer
more efficient model comes out, so too the worker is replaced by 
other workers or machines when he is no longer efficient* Laborers 
are in a constant struggle to b° free in only their animal functions 
eating, drinking, and procreating, or at most in their dwelling 
and in personal adornment--whil3 in their human functions they are 
reduced to an animal. (These functions) are also genuine human 
functions. But abstractly considered, apart from the environment 
of human activities, and turned into final and sole ends, they are
a
animal functions.
Finally, alienated labor separates humans from their species. 
The potential that man has for higher development is transferred 
into the means of physical survival. Other individuals are not
seen for their full humanness, but are seen as means for fulfilling 
needs. In all respects human's species potential is transferred 
into individual survival. "Productive life is species-life. It 
is life creating life. In this type of activity resides the whole 
character of a species, its species-character; and free, conscious 
activity is the species-character of a human. (In capitalist- 
imperialist society) life itself appears only as a means of exist-
q
enee not as a means of life."
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The owners too are victims of their own system. Their rela­
tionships, too, are distorted from truly human relationships* They 
use their means and control to continue their status. The market 
must continually be expanded to keep up with the production of 
goods. As more are produced they must work to create more demand 
so they do not lose control. Their life activity also becomes a 
means of existence. As explained before, the workers become to 
the owners Just another commodity and not as other humans. All 
life in the system tnen serves to further the continuation of 
the system rather than serving to lift human existence to human 
"being". The controlling force of life Is the means of production. 
This is not a phenomenon exclusive to our present society. 
Throughout history, as the means of production have outstripped 
the ability of humans to control production for the benefit of all, 
societies have become divided into classes.
Marx explained this as the "mode of production of the mater­
ial means of existence conditions the whole process of social, 
political, and intellectual life".10 Marx sees the causes of 
historical change as much deeper than various rulers and outcomes 
of wars. In Marx's theory, change is inevitable and social revo­
lutions of the past and those to come in the future will be caused 
by the same underlying principles:
At a certain stage of their development the material 
productive forces of society come into contradiction with 
the existing productive relationships, or, what is but a 
legal expression for these, with the property relationships 
within which they have move before, from forms of develop*
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ment of the productive forces, these relationships are trans­
formed into their fetters. Then an epoch of social revolution 
opens'with the change in the economic foundation the whole 
vast superstructure is more or less rapidly transformed.
For example, when the developing industrial production forces 
began to emerge within the production relationships of feudal n, 
social revolution was inevitable. These relationship- (property 
relations, market controls, internal customs and tariffs, monetary 
instability) did not allow the utilization of industrial production. 
Thus the system became wasteful as it did not allow the potential 
of industrialsim to develop. 2
The owners of the existing means of production do not willingly 
accept change in the relations of production and hinder a peaceful 
natural development and set the stage for social revolution. The 
owners of the means of production will use the existing instruments 
of legal, political and ideological structure to block any change 
in the production structure. Regardless of whether the owners 
are the feudal lords or the bourgeoisie they attempt to oppress 
those who threaten its structure.
Capitalism must fall Just as the previous structures of pro­
duction means are outstripping the productive relationships which 
include law of property and production for private profit.
Just as feudalism developed the force of the bourgeoisie within 
its economic structure, the bourgeoisie is developing its own 
counterrevolutionary force in the workers of its own system, 
ironically, it is through the means of alienation that the owners 
allow the workers to unite and realize their power as a class.
In previous times the worker did not have the means to part i- 
cipate in mass production and worked in isolated shops producing 
small quantities which had to compete with other worker's goods.
In capitalism, workers labor side by side in large factories and 
are exposed tf and socialize with each other. Now workers are 
all working together and contributing to a single finished product. 
Associations and trade unions are formed in line with the various 
modes of production. The workers, however, are not allowed to 
enjoy the objects of their labor. These objects serve to promote 
the continuation of capitalism and keep the worker in a struggle 
for fulfillment of basic needs. These workers must come to recog­
nize their position as an exploited class and recognize that they 
hold the power of production and the power Ij revolutionize 
capitalism.
This revolution will have to be international for capitalism 
in the form of imperialism has had to spread across national borders 
in order to create a market for its goods and to find the cheap 
labor up the production of goods. A precondition to this inter­
national revolution is that workers in each country must first 
become aware of their class in its struggle against its own national 
bourgoeisie. Only then will the division between the two classes 
become apparent and the workers become conscious of their class 
and institute the social revolution which will bring a society 
where humans control production for the benefit of all humans.
This society will be a classless society and operate in an 
association in which "the free development of each is the condi­
tion for the free development of all."13
Marx does understand "human nature". He sees that each 
human has deficiency needs which are shared by all living creatures. 
He also sees higher needs which are exclusive to the full develop­
ment in the human species. He sees that for full humanness, one 
must be able to appreciate other humans for their individuality 
rather than as Just means for needs fulfillment. He sees that in 
one's work, there is the potential to transform existing physically 
into living in the sense of Maslow's self-actualization. He was 
able to see in societies and humans what had escaped other 
theorists and what was not discovered by psychologists for almost 
a hundred years after his analysis.
Marx also saw that humans are "social creatures" and that, 
although they possess the potential for development, unless a 
society was established for this purpose, this development would 
be impossible. Society throughout history has been centered on 
the means of production, not on human fulfillment. What humans 
are has changed as has the means of production. The present 
stage of development has left the majority of men as wage-laborers, 
Just a commodity in the structure of creating capital. So if 
Marx focuses on the economic nature of history, it is because 
this has been the basis and guiding force in society.
Marx saw that the problem precluding the fulfillment of humans 
was the economic structure of the society. Any revolution which 
would solve this problem would have to totally restructure the 
control of the economy. The proletarians cannot become masters 
of the productive forces of society, except by ebolishing their 
own previous mode of appropriation and thereby also every other
previous mode of appropriation.*4 Marx believed that the revolu­
tion must destroy those production controls which alienate and 
separate humans.
The theory of the communist revolution can be summed up
15as: "Abolishment of private property." This does not mean the
property of one's own labor which is the necessary and proper 
ownership brought on by human activity. Rather, the communists 
w'sir to destroy capital. Capital is not a result of one individual's 
labor but comes about through the exploitation of an entire class. 
"When capital is converted Into common property, into the property 
of all members of society, personal property is not thereby 
transformed into social property. It is only the social character 
of the property that is changed. It loses its class character". .
Already property is social in character, as its accumulation 
is reliant on the work of the waoe laborers. Therefore, communism 
is just a redistribution of this property in a form so that 
laborers are not alienated from their products. Communism deprives 
no "man of the power to appropriate the products of society; 
all that it does is to deprive him of the power to subjugate the 
l^bor of others by means of such appropriation".
The communist revolution also proposes to do away with the 
existing structure of the nation-state. The structure of the state 
is also dictated by the capitalist economy, while the capitalist 
state does not control production directly, it is dependent on 
surplus of capital accumulation which can be taxed to finance 
governmental activities. This creates a natural 'dependency 
between the state and capital; hence, "every occupant of state
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power Is basically interested in promoting those conditions most
17conducive to accumulation",;*
The state must also stay separated from capital so as to 
protect common interests which owners are not able to protect 
due to their primary interest in capital accumulation. The 
state must gain support of the workers if it is to continue 
its interest. In order to gain the support of the workers the 
state sponsers reformsCworker safety regulations, social security, 
minimum wage, etc.) which are generally opposed by capitalists.
As a result of these roles, the "internal structure of the state 
is simultaneously a product, an object, and a determinant of 
class conflict."18
National differences are already being superceded today 
because of imperialism. The market of today has become a world 
market, production techiques are becoming more available inter­
nationally, and the products of these techniques can be found 
in markets throughout the world. As the imperialism system is 
broken and e classless society emerges, the nation-state, which 
is a part of the superstructure of this division, sill also fall 
leading to the development of e truly international system.
The final stage in this development is the 'withering away 
of the state*. What this means is that the public power loses its 
political character. Political power is "merely the organized 
power of one class for oppressing a n o t h e r T h e  end of poli­
tical power does not represent an anarchical state. Production
|h§.control.aUl be in the hands of the majority, and this
%  d U i  - m  ip but rather pa humane
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More important than the specific structure of such a society 
is its purpose, the foundations on which it is built. Its objec­
tives as explained by Marx are to build s society whose sole 
purpose is the development of each human. The problem is political 
in nature only in that existing social structure relies on its 
political force to maintain it. Political means and structures 
will have to be used to bring about the social revolution. What 
emerges, however, is a non-political state. The present dichotomy 
between the individual's true nature and his existence in society 
will be eliminated and they will become one and the same. Marx 
has seen the inevitability of change and the pattern of this 
change. What results is not only an analysis of human beings in 
society, but an analysis of change for society to lose its 
political-economic nature and use the development of this 
structure to develop a final society of human needs and direct 
human fulfillment. By doing this, Marx has captured the true 
nature of the human and organized the structure of change and 
prescribed a final sociaty which will promote human growth.
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CLOSING REMARKS ON ALLOCATION AND PRODUCTION
Throughout this analysis a recurring theme has been the 
allocation and control of resources and production. Presently, 
resources and production are controlled by the capitalist system. 
The monopoly of large corporations allows them to use their control 
of resources to produce the most profitable goods.
In capitalism, businesses place new products on the market to 
create the necessary demand for selling as many of their goods as 
possible. Many times, these new "•demands" are not to fulfill 
human needs, but ratner are products with a high surplus value 
(i.e. luxury automobiles, designer clothing, etc.)1 While 
these resources could be used to fulfill basic human needs, those 
individuals who are deficient are precisely those who are unable 
to afford such products. Thus there is not incentive for such
m:
l -
production on the part of owners. 
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•nocation of resources determined by sales end revenue (prof it) 
which governs".2 Within this system, however, exists the potential 
for direct planning rather thsn market allocation, Vet, so long 
fS Ptoflt.Is the mechanism of resource allocation, that# is no..
reason tobelieve that discriminatory allocation till ceaae.
Ah alternative to this system is a system where demand and
an# prediction cap* tree thp:.eeilfet|yely 
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laborers who possess the true power of production. One proposal 
for such a system in "Articulated Workers' Self-Management" pro­
posed by Ernest Mandel in 1986. The goal of this system is to 
"increase the satisfaction of basic human needs for all human
beings, while simultaneously reducing no less drastically the 
burden and alienation of the labor of the direct producers".
The main mechanisms and institutions would function as follows:
Regular congresses of international workers and popular councils 
would determine the breakdown of what is to be produced. This 
would include an analysis of average workload, basic need satis­
faction for all through guaranteed (free) allocation of resources; 
volume of resources to be devoted for growth( reserve fWRf%  
anticipated consumption of additional population + investment in 
technology); volume of resources to be allocated for higher need 
fulfillment.5
-r
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From these choices, a general plan would be drawn up delin­
eating the resources to be allocated to each branch of production. 
From this, individual worker organizations for the various industries
mould divide up the workload between already existing Tjroddder-..
units. Or, if this would place to much burden on existing means 
and laborers,additional production units would be created.
Once theae allocations have taken place, in the consumer goods 
•arkat, each individual will be glean direct input into the final 
product. For example, if an individual has been allocated four 
pait of shoes for the year, one mill be able to choose the type
ppppesy*
reiult of the demand of the consumer
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The great advantage of such a system is the "greater consumer 
influence on the product mix and the suppression of overproduction 
with the balance of consumer preference and actual production 
occurring before production".6
Finally, each labor group would determine "organization of the 
product and labor processes to realize all the economy of labor- 
time to produce the target production level. Since production 
would be on the basis of need fulfillment, labor would not be 
exploited as higher production levels are encouraged in capitalism 
for Increased profits. Thus, this will leave the laborer with 
more time to pursue growth-oriented development, or as Maslow 
put it, "psychological freedom".
Such self-managing bodies cou'1 also be used in the adminlstiS- 
tivc services, such as education, health, communication and trans­
portation.
A system such as this would be implemented on a global scale 
with various decisions being handled at neighborhood, local, 
regional, national, and international levels depending an which 
level mould have the most efficient, socio-optimal level of 
effectiveness.
Decisions at the international level would initially 
address: (1) redistribution of resources to facilitate the develop­
ment of underdeveloped countries, (2) priority allocation of scarce 
resources, (3) environmental control, and (A) prohibition of such 
products as mass destruction weapons,etc,, which have no social 
value.
While these international forums would set the parameters
for production and allocation, specific production decisions
would be left to the individual communities, thus allowing the
individual to participate in planning and production, as well as 
7
consumption.
While this is just one outline of an alternative allocation 
and production system, it shows the possibilities of the Inherent 
power of the worker and the plausibility of reorganization of
39
the relations of production. With such a system, society could 
finally reflect the needs of the individual. "The goal is not 
so much the socialization of the person as the personalization 
of society«-that is the fullest possible development of the 
unique personality of each individual".6
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